7/21/95 


Hill 'Neill 
PO Box 7571 
Menlo Park, CA 94025 

Bear j: ' J r. O'Neill, 

I 

I wrote NEVER AGAIN! in 1992. The publisher sat on it ufttftl this year. There 
werejchhnges that changed my tMnking. I suggest you should consider your belief that 
the man I then did not name was Quiroga. That entire direction is unlikely at the 
least. If not impossible, ot^er than in detached theorizing. 

I did not name Kerry ' i hornley for two reasons. One is not to risk being unfair. 
The other is that despite the firmness of two indeafent imcastigatim identifications 
I had doubts. Chiefly I suppose ^hornley' s testimony tliat from the time he red-baited 
Oswald Oswald had nothing to do with him. 

Dave Lifton Jjnew and with his belief that no matter how nutty and irresponsible 
anything that pops into his head is, merely beoaue it is Ids head he is always right, he 
npgaged in a nasty campaign that was totally false and made my trying to carry that fore- 
word impossible. Lifton campaigned that ^arrison and I were trying to frame his pal 
Thornley. Garrison had nothing to do with it and I was hopt^for the exact opppsiie, 

I asked t’red Hewcomab to see if a makeup man could have made fhomely look like U swald. 

I believe the answer is no and Newcomb's later work proved that I think. 

u 

In spite of what Epstein and perhaps others wrote. Garrison had no interest 

in that at all and to prevent any of Ms people phonying anytMng up because he had 

Thornley under indictment I asked ^ewcoinb, not any of his people. 

Bouglas ^ones on two occasions and separately Myra Silver were firm in sayihg 

T 

tliat it wqs not Oswald and likewise firm in saying it was hornley. 

Please feel free to tell Hal about this bfyt I'd raTher it not be spread be- 
cause I have it in the Mailer book and although I do not think it will bd published I 
do not want to foreclose the remote possibility. 

Best wishes, 

Harold Weisberg 




